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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's Amendment filed 10/03/2011 has been entered and carefully considered. 
Claims 1-40 have been canceled. Claims 41-82 have been added. However, the 
limitations of the new claims have not been found to be patentable over newly 
discovered prior arts; therefore, claims 41-82 are rejected under the new ground of 
rejection as set forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112' 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 55-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 55 and 65 recite: "the display constant" on line 5 being insufficient 
antecedent basis for the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
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were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claims 41-82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Robertson et al. [US. 6,909,443] in view of Glaser et al. [US. 5,883,626]. 

As to claims 41, 53, 67-68, Robertson et al. teach computer implemented method and 
corresponding apparatus for providing transition of a graphical user interface element 
displaying information on a computer display comprising detecting a change in focus 
from a first window on a computer display to a second window (the user wishes to 
replace a window 484 in the primary viewing area with a window 480 from a loose stack 
482, figure 22A); 

and animating a transition of the graphical user interface element to signify that the 
graphical user interface element has been updated in conjunction with the change in 
focus, regardless of any user interaction with the graphical user interface element (In 
the embodiment of Table 1 , the user initiates this movement by clicking on window 480. 
Based on this input, the user interface generates an animation in which window 480 is 
brought forward from loose stack 482 to the primary viewing area and window 484, 
which is in the primary viewing area, column 17, lines 48-60). 
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Robertson et aL fail to teach displaying a graphical user interface element whose 
position is determined independent of a position of a window. Particularly, Robertson et 
al. does not expressly mention a floating menu/toolbar from a window. 
However, Glaser et al. teach feature at column 6, lines 19-48. Accordingly, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, 
to have modified the gui animating of Robertson to include the menu/toolbar floating of 
Glaser et al. to achieve the claimed invention. One would be motivated to make such a 
combination is to provide an independent window area to the user. 
As to claims 42, 52, 54, 66, while Robertson teaches the step of animating a transition 
comprises updating the menu bar from a plurality of options pertaining to an application 
in the first window to a plurality of options pertaining to an application in the second 
window (column 13, lines 53 through column 14, line 33), Glaser et al. teach the 
graphical user interface element comprising a menu bar (column 6, lines 27-33). 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have modified the gui animating of Robertson to include the 
menu/toolbar floating of Glaser et al. to achieve the claimed invention. One would be 
motivated to make such a combination is to provide an independent window area to the 
user. 

As to claim 43, Robertson et al. teach the step of detecting a change in focus 
comprising detecting the user clicking on the second window (the user initiates this 
movement by clicking on window 480). 

As to claim 44, Robertson et al. teach detecting a change in focus comprising detecting 
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the opening of a second application to make the second application active, when the 
first window was active and the second window was not yet open (column 21 , line 50 
through column 22, line 20). 

As to claim 45, Robertson et al. teach detecting a change in focus comprising 

detecting, when the first window is active and the second window is open, closing the 

first window to make the second window active (column 9, lines 52-65). 

As to claims 46, 60, 74, Robertson teaches the step of animating a transition 

comprising rotation animation graphics (column 12, lines 30-45). 

As to claims 47, 61, 75, Robertson et al. teach the step of animating a transition 

comprising scrolling animation graphics (column 12, lines 30-65). 

As to claims 48, 62, 76, Robertson et al. teach the step of animating a transition 

comprises three-dimensional animation graphics (column 12, lines 30-38). 

As to claims 49-50, 63-64, 77-78, Robertson et al. teach the three-dimensional 

animation graphics comprising animation graphics utilizing gray scales and wherein the 

three-dimensional animation graphics utilize gray scales to achieve a virtual lighting 

effect because Robertson teaches the animated transition between two windows in a 

three dimensional structure (column 12, lines 30-38). 

As to claims 55, 65, Robertson et al. teach receiving a selection of a second window 
displaying information associated with the second window in the area in response to the 
receiving a selection (the user wishes to replace a window 484 in the primary viewing 
area with a window 480 from a loose stack 482, figure 22A); and 
providing a user with additional visual notice of the displaying information associated 
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with the second window that is coordinated with a change of displayed information (In 
the embodiment of Table 1 , the user initiates this movement by clicking on window 480. 
Based on this input, the user interface generates an animation in which window 480 is 
brought forward from loose stack 482 to the primary viewing area and window 484, 
which is in the primary viewing area, column 17, lines 48-60). 

Robertson et al. fail to teach displaying information associated with a first window in an 
area that is always visible; while keeping a projected position of both windows onto a 
plane of the display constant. Particularly, Robertson et al. does not expressly mention 
a floating menu/toolbar from a window. 

However, Glaser et al. teach feature at column 6, lines 19-48. Accordingly, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, 
to have modified the gui animating of Robertson to include the menu/toolbar floating of 
Glaser et al. to achieve the claimed invention. One would be motivated to make such a 
combination is to provide an independent window area to the user. 
As to claim 56, while Robertson et al. teach the additional visual notice comprises 
animating the change of displayed information (column 13, lines 53 through column 14, 
line 33), Glaser teaches the area comprising a menu bar (column 6, lines 19-26) 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have modified the gui animating of Robertson to include the 
menu/toolbar floating of Glaser et al. to achieve the claimed invention. One would be 
motivated to make such a combination is to provide an independent window area to the 
user. 
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As to claim 57, Robertson teaches the step of displaying information associated with 
the second window being triggered by detecting the user clicking on the second window 
(the user initiates this movement by clicking on window 480). 
As to claim 58, Robertson et al. teach the step of displaying information associated 
with the second window being triggered by detecting, the opening of a second 
application to make the second application active, when the first window was active and 
the second window was not yet open (column 21 , line 50 through column 22, line 20). 
As to claim 59, Robertson et al. teach the step of displaying information associated 
with the second window being triggered by detecting, when the first window is active 
and the second window is open, closing the first window to make the second window 
active (column 9, lines 52-65). 

As to claims 69, 79, 81, Robertson et al. teach detecting at least one of activating or 
deactivating a computer program whose output is displayed on a computer display 
(column 21, line 50 through column 22, line 20); displaying information associated with 
a second active computer program in the graphical user interface element (the user 
wishes to replace a window 484 in the primary viewing area with a window 480 from a 
loose stack 482, figure 22A); and animating a change of information of the graphical 
user interface element with an in-place transition animation to signify that the graphical 
user interface element is now associated with the second computer program instead of 
the first computer program (In the embodiment of Table 1, the user initiates this 
movement by clicking on window 480. Based on this input, the user interface generates 
an animation in which window 480 is brought forward from loose stack 482 to the 
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primary viewing area and window 484, which is in the primary viewing area, column 17, 
lines 48-60). 

Robertson et al. fail to teach displaying information associated with a first active 
computer program in a graphical user interface element. Particularly, Robertson et al. 
does not expressly mention a floating menu/toolbar from a window. 
However, Glaser et al. teach feature at column 6, lines 19-48. Accordingly, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, 
to have modified the gui animating of Robertson to include the menu/toolbar floating of 
Glaser et al. to achieve the claimed invention. One would be motivated to make such a 
combination is to provide an independent window area to the user. 
As to claims 70, 80, 82, while Robertson teach the step of animating being triggered by 
a change of focus from the first computer program to the second computer program (In 
the embodiment of Table 1 , the user initiates this movement by clicking on window 480. 
Based on this input, the user interface generates an animation in which window 480 is 
brought forward from loose stack 482 to the primary viewing area and window 484, 
which is in the primary viewing area, column 17, lines 48-60), Glaser et al. teach 
the graphical user interface element comprising a menu bar (column 6, lines 19-26) 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have modified the gui animating of Robertson to include the 
menu/toolbar floating of Glaser et al. to achieve the claimed invention. One would be 
motivated to make such a combination is to provide an independent window area to the 
user. 
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As to claim 71, Robertson teaches the step of animating a change being triggered by 
detecting the user clicking on a window belonging to the second active computer 
program (In the embodiment of Table 1, the user initiates this movement by clicking on 
window 480. Based on this input, the user interface generates an animation in which 
window 480 is brought forward from loose stack 482 to the primary viewing area and 
window 484, which is in the primary viewing area, column 17, lines 48-60). 
As to claim 72, Robertson et al. teach the step of animating a change being triggered 
by detecting the opening of a second computer program to activate the second active 
computer program, when the first computer program was active and the second 
program was not yet active (column 21, line 50 through column 22, line 20). 
As to claim 73, Robertson et al. teach the step of animating a change being triggered 
by detecting, when a first window belong to the first computer program is active and a 
second window belonging to the second active computer program is open, closing the 
first window to make the second window active (column 9, lines 52-65). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 41-82 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mylinh Tran. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Mon -Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 571-272-4141. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, William Bashore, can be reached at 571-272-4088. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 

assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Mylinh Tran 
Art Unit 2175 

/William Bashore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2175 
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